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Summary*
l. This dissertation deals with the way in which (ex)delinquents, convicted for
property offences, are brought up by their parents and with the way in which
they bring up their own children. The child-rearing practices are considered
in reference to personality characteristics and interpersonal relations in the
family that the delinquent founded.
2. We take the following questions as a starting point:
l. How is the delinquent brought up?
2. How does he bring up his own children?
3. rJ/hat is the relation between the way the delinquent is brought up and
the way he brings up his own children?
4. In which ways differs the personality of the delinquent from the persona-
lity of non-delinquents and how does this work out with respect to his
children when we compare them with other children?
5. What relations exist between the way the delinquent is brought up and
his personality?
6. Is the way in which the delinquent brings up his children influenced by
some of his personality characteristics?
7. How does the way in which the delinquent brings up his children find
expression in the personality of these children?
8. How is the interpersonal relation between the delinquent and his
children?
3. To answer these questions we have interviewed the families of one hundred
(ex)delinquents, convicted for property offences, and other families. V/e
used questionnaires which we have designed ourselves.
4. Concerning the child-rearing we work with a frame of reference (model)
that ëonsists of the dimensions warmth and dominance.
5. Our personality model is composed of the dimensions extraversion and
neuroticism. As a third personality characteristic we use (self assertion)
aggression.
6. Concerning interpersonal relations in the family we restrict ourselves to the
themes contact, contactneeds, authority and imitation.
7. Beside the family of the delinquents we interviewed, for purposes of compa-
rison, the family of non-delinquent brothers and of non-delinquent neigh-
bours of the delinquents. In each family the mother, the father and one of
the children were interviewed.
* The numbers in front refer to the chapters of the book.
148
8. We used in our interview tt
- MOV (Opinions about r
-  MOM(Opin ionsabout<
- MOA (Attitudes about
- MOO (Opinions about c
The questionnaires menl
- MOG (Opinions of the
- MKG (Opinions of the <
These two questionnaire
imitation.




indeed measure the selected
groups regarding these conce
The relations between the r
correlation coefficients. Ca
concepts (partialled out were
tendency) showed that these
order correlations.
The families we interviewe
economic background. The I
tion, level of school-educati
criminality.
The way in which the delin,
(concerning the warmth and
brother and the neighbour. T
is coloured by dominance. 1
and has also dominant attitur
of the delinquent we find a
warmth with which the parer
way with the warmth with u
an explicit warmth-tradition
up and the way in which he b
we find a scanty dominance-
As compared with his broter
little neurotic and especially I
version the delinquent does r
We dit not find in our researc
verted delinquent.
Of the two components of er
ness) we only measure the la
In the groups we interviewe
9.
t0.




8. We used in our interview the following questionnaires:
- MOV (Opinions about child-rearing practices of the father), l8 items.
- MOM (Opinions about child-rearing practices of the mother), I 8 items.
MOA (Attitudes about child-rearing in general), 47 items.
- MOO (Opinions about child-rearing practices of the parents), 56 items.
The questionnaires mentioned above measure warmth and dominance.
- MOG (Opinions of the parent about the family relations), l0 items.
- MKG (Opinions of the children about the family relations), l0 items.
These two questionnaires measure contact, contactneeds, authority and
imitation.
- ENAS (Personality questionnaire), 90 items, measures extraversion,
neuroticism, self-assertion aggression, social desirabil ity, yes-tendency
and no-tendency.
9. By means of factoranalyses we ascertained that our questionnaires did
indeed measure the selected concepts. Differences between the interviewed
groups regarding these concepts are determined by applying statistical tests.
The relations between the concepts are determined by product-moment
correlation coefficients. Calculation of partial correlations between the
concepts (partialled out were social desirabil ity, the yes-tendency and the no-
tendency) showed that these correlations differed only a little from the zero
order correlations.
10. The families we interviewed are described in the l ight of their social-
economic background. The following subjects are treated: level of occupa-
tion, level of school-education, seize of the family, lodging and recorded
criminality.
l l . The way in which the delinquent was brought up, appeared not to differ
(concerning the warmth and the dominance he experienced) from that of his
brother and the neighbour. The upbringing of the children ofthe delinquent
is coloured by dominance. The delinquent especially is a dominant person
and has also dominant attitudes about child-rearing in general. In the family
of the delinquent we find a slight tendency to a warmth-tradition. The
warmth with which the parents bring up their children correlates in a small
way with the warmth with which they themselves are brought up. There is
an explicit warmth-tradition between the way the delinquent was brought
up and the way in which he brings up his sons. In the family of the neighbour
we find a scanty dominance-tradition.
12. As compared with his broter and the neighbour the delinquent emerges as a
litt le neurotic and especially he lacks self-assertion aggression. As for extra-
version the delinquent does not differ from his brother and the neighbour.
We dit not f ind in our research the typical introverted, nor the typical extra-
verted delinquent.
Of the two components of extraversion (social extraversion and impulsive-
ness) we only measure the last.




child-rearing practices and personality. We also found that these relations,
as far as they hold for the delinquent, aiso hold for his children and the
children of his brother. We assume that this is a matter of family traditions.
As regards the farnily relations we only found, in the family of the delin-
quent, that especially the father is the authoritarian figure.
As to the dominant child-rearing practices in the own family of the delin-
quent and the dominance of the delinquent in particular, these are possibly
reactions to (negative) experiences in the past in consequence of the delin-
quent behavior of the father.
Concerning the delinquent we suppose moreover that his dominance is a
consequence of his authoritarian personality.
'fhis publication is based on the three-components-model. This modei
contains that in delinquent behavior three components can be distinguis-
hed: a social component, an interpersonal component (under which resorts
the family factor) and a personal component. The three-components-model
is connected with the three-components-theory which states that convic-
ted delinquents belong to a social-economic lower class. Within this lower
class they are to be found in the so called problem families and within these
families especially members with certain personality characteristics do be-
come delinquent.
17. As the results of a scienticic research do in principle only hold within the
bounderies of this research, the groups of the research ought to be ciearly
defined as we dit as a matter of fact.
The results of our research concern ex-delinquents. lt turned out that the
literature on delinquents mostly refers to prisoners, This means restrictions
which have to be considered.
We hare used quest ionnaires in our  research.  the resul ts  arc thcrefore resrr ic-
ted to verbal behavior. The situational influences on behavior have hardly
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